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MOSCOW'S: CURRENT CULTURAL POLICY TOmRD THE NON-RUSSIAN 
■■-.•     NATIONALITIES IN THE SOVIET UNION 

■■£.'<■!. 

following id the translation of an article by Paul '      ' ; 
Urban in Osteuropa (Eastern Europe) No 3» Stuttgart, !■-■}'•■■'   ; Av-' 

■•^'\.''ljfarcE;;l'9olV pages'212«226j/ .' ■    . p;/'"'''■ 

On -23 September i960 ^üaheh^brbügkt before tüö meeting o^-0!':, 
thefGeneral Assembly of the Tinited 'Iptions his proposed resolution! 
"Statement on Granting Independence/to Colonial Countries and Peoples." : 

Together witfi representatives of tbe Beloruasiah and Ukrainian SSRi 
he rejected any discussion of the status of the non-Russian peoples 
of the Soviet Union, stating that these enjoyed perfect freedom of 
political as well as cultural life*   In everyone's recollection are 
Khrushchev's words to UN Jaewspaperften that he would "smash in the face" 
anyone who dared interfere in the f'ihternal affairs« of the Soviet 
Uhioh, add his rowdy exhibition With shoe in hand during the address of 
the Philippine representative,; Whbvproposed that the question of Soviet 
colonialism be placed on the agenda of the United Nations«   For this 
very reason, -Moscow»a behavior toward•the" non-Russian peoples öf the' 
Soviet Union deserves closer stuäy.;  In'the following pages, this be- 
havior will be eiaaihsd from the viewpoint of recent cultural policy* 

:„■' '-; ^"'-;' T-1,';:'.:-;:'..:'!"-.-'-General Cultural Policy ' 

•Officlally>!Soviet Cultural ^policy; is defined; in the familiar 
formula:    "SoHelist culture -in 'substance, national culture in form," 
whith includes-'thestruggle agaihät manifestations' of "bourgeois 
nationalist"-and so-called'national isolationism in the culture of the 
individual ;pebplesi    la theory,' this principle applies also to Russian 
(l.e»f

: Great-Russian) cult ure itself, ■ althoughin a special manner «as 
will be ■] seen,:-; . ''■''■-' X'^ '' ''"";;••'■■■' ■•■• .-..''-:-X ■ ■' ■      '.;'"'.' 

:Sinöe the purges: of the Thirties•"in the non-Russian Union Republics, 
especially desiruotive to' the intelligentsia and the-educated classes, 
the main emphasis has been on bringingRussian1culturei to the non-Russian 
peoples of the 'USSR''.'   By the end of the 1940s, the new formula had 

»1- 
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emerged:    "Soviet culti^e must be built on the foundation of the 
extremely rich culture of the Russian people."    (see, for example, 
Ifeeting of the Scholars'"Council of the Historical Institute of the 
Academy of Sciences of? the USSR, Vonrosy Iatorii, No 3/19491 P« 152). 
During the de-Stalini^atiqn period, this formula was, of course, for- 
gotten;, and the national leadership in the non-Russian republics demanded 
in cultural matters the same rights as those enjoyed by the Russian 
people.   The result was even a certain rehabilitation of the cultural 
heritage of these peoples and of the spokesmen of their culture, particu- 
larly writers and composers, among them a number of victims of the Stalin 
purge$.    (see for Belorussia Literature i mastastva (Literature and Art), 
20 March 1957} for Uzbekistan, the speech of Mukhitdinbv in October 195& 
in Pravda Vestoka, 13 October 1956). 

tfith the 21st Party Congress of the CPSU (1959) began W» "transi- 
tion of Soviet society from socialism to the building of Communism, • 
which also required the creation1 of a unified culture, in'the, "self-, 
developing Communist society."   The 21st Party Congress, In which 
Hrans|.tion" siood^ along with the Seven-Year Plan, as a" central theme, 
was followed l^>a;.^eäibr.H^ber:'äf^direottye8 which revealed the road 
to be<ftakeh: by the coming «Communist;*, quit (ire.   The mpst important 
of these, is the. dir'fctiy6 bf the :Ceat^ai.Committee,of the CPSU of 
9 January ri9oÖ -'Ön the. Tasks of * Party Brbpaganda under ^sehtCondi- 
tibna,* which'said among other things* .'"'^ 

•A relentless struggle must be waged against manifestations of 
bourgeois nationalism, against tendencies to idealiaa; or ignore the 
social contradictions of the past and to distort the *rue felstöry of 
this or that nation, and its relations with other pecplfss, of the USSR, 
and against particular manifestations of national isolationism-and 
exclusiveness '..." (Sovetskaya Belorussia, 12'•.January, X()ß>0)   ; 

The meaning of this directive becomesi clear if w? take into account 
that they are rarely talking about Russian "böurgeoii? n^tiüaälism" — 
which, "they call Creat Russian chauvinism -- incontrast to that of the 
non-Russian peoples.    Coneequently, the "relentless struggle against 
manifestations of bourgeois nationalism" and against "particular mani- 
festations of Isolationism and exclusiveness« refers primarily to the 
non-Russian peoples of the USSR. 

Actually, even before the Central Committee directive of 9 January 
and before the 21at Congressfof the CPSU, articles began to appear 
in the press of various republics clearly pointing in this direction 
and demanding that the' non-RUssianpeoplies obliterate their national 
"boundaries"'in cultural affairs and adhere to the ^progressive" cul- 
ture of the "great Russianpeople."-i^exem^^ essay 
•Some Questions on International Education* by the Secretary of the 
Central Committee xjf. the Eöaakhstan Communist Party, K."'D.: Dshandildin. 
(Kommunist. No 13,1.959. PP-30-43)   He maintained that the struggle 
must be waged on two fronts --against local nationalism and against 

. Russian chauvinism (hot yet called "bourgeois nationalism").   But he 
then turned his entire attention to.manifestations/of! local "bourgeois 



nationalism» in science, literature, art ana language, againstwhich, 
as he says, "an unconditional struggle is to be waged." 

The First Secretary of the Uzbekistan OP,' Sh. R. Rashidov," in 
bio essay "Forever United with the Russian People", (Kommunist.'No  ',. 
10,1959) was even more explicit. He emphasized tbe "progressive'; 
results" of the union of Central Asia with the Russian empire, de- v 
mandfed "the full liquidation of all Vestiges of bourgeois ideology" 
in tbe cultural domain, and openly declared: . - -i 

"The creation of an international socialist culture, in the period 
of the building of Communism involves increased demands for the study . 
of the culture of all peoples, first of ali of the most progressive end 
most developed culture in the countries of the socialist camp, the cul- 
ture of the Russian people, their literature and art. Therefore, Inter- 
nat ionaiism'requires not less interest in.Russian language» literature 
and general culturej but a strengthening of: this, interest, a comprehensive 
propagation of the study of the Russian language among all national 
leaders,: among all peoples * and especially, among theyouth, since; 
Russian is the language of the highest jSÖöialist culture, of the world, 
the language of the most progressive lite^at#e and art *.#" \%o<s, 
dit';r»3öj.;. ■' ,    /'K'U:'■:-■•■ -%ii-i,^-:i  •:■'■.''''■'■■', "j,;. 

"Räsbi^oV has thus clearly indicated.whichwill;.be the dominant     .• 
culture In the coming Communist society -*; the Russian, here considered 
as an already completed socialist culture*   Rashidov's following words 
also leave: us in no doubts 

"Unquestionably, all the peoples of our country are eq,ml i*i 
Yet, we must not for a moment forget that they owe all their successes 
to the Communist-forty, the Soviet Government ancl the Russian people.   . 
The day by day, true brotherly help of the Russian people, of the 
Russian working.class and of Russian Communists have made it possible 
for all the peoples of our country to achieve together the full and 
decisive triumph of socialism and to proceed confidently Into the       . 
shining: Communist, future." (loc. cit., p   52) 

We are here strongly-reminded of the remark in Orwell's satirical 
novel Animal Farm:    "All animals are created e<iual, but some are more 
egual than others,"   If we add Rashidov's definition of the Russian 
people as "people .of clear minds and generous hearts," with whom "npr . 
people on earth can compare," (ibid., p 42) then it seems there is 
nothing for the non-Russian people to do but to resign themselves to 
their fate and; subordinate themselves to the Russian people.   That tbis 
is not only the opinion of a single official, can be seen in the langu- - 
age and' school policy.    In the words of the Azerhaldzhan writer Mirsa- 

Ibragimov, "the culture of the peoples of the Soviet Union must be the   ,. 
culture of Ipmonosbv, Belinskiy, Chernishevskiy, Turgenlev, Nekrasov,.;■■". 
Tolstoy, Corky,. Mayakovsky/ Sholokov, Fadeyev,.Tvardovsky and, above ' 
all, of Lenin, which ostensibly represents the "peak of human thought, 
the loftiest accomplishment of world culture," the culture, therefore,     ,,. 
of the Russian people, in which "the Soviet peoples,- pearls created by 
Russian genius," find their "historical salvation," (BakinskJy Rabochiy 



(Baku Worker), 11/12/59) 
The CO directive of 9 January i960 was followed by almost daily 

comments and instructions on the necessity for the straggle against 
manifestations of "bourgeois nationalism" in cultural matters in the 
non-Russian republics, li  R. Rasakov, First Secretary of the CO, de- 
clared, for example, to the 11th Congress öf the Kirghiz. CP. in February 
I960* ":'!    ■'.'   •   .=        ;,■    ■;,.     *.<[.:■'}"■'   ■ 

«The (Kirghiz) CC Bureau in its direotive of 5 January i960 con- 
demned the false, politically harmful comments of B* Yunusalyev,!■ ;*♦,     ., 
Tokombayev, K<, Yudachin, B. Kerimahanov, Sh. tJmetalyev and K, Iifelikqv, 
rescinded its own erroneous earlier resolutions on evaluation of the 
work of Ifoldo Kylytsh and the rehabilitation5 of K. Tynystanov,, and. made .... 
the correct evaluation in principle of. the reoncepts contained in their    ,,, 
work.   The necessary measures £ eft* this purpose were unanimously approved  , 
at the full Plenary Session of the ÖC. of the Kirghiz GP in January of,, 
this year."    (Sovetskaya Kirai^ai 2/W&ÖJ . ,..    » •.. 

Why the Party rescinded i*ä,*erröneo^r Resolutions'1 of 1956-57  ,.,, 
and condemned the Statements' 6$fib&:,Kirghifc Scientists and historian^/; 
of literature was ma^e'''c^eär^.^/''^s'fii^Vi.-iiirith the remark that these latter 
had "tried to make heroes of the*''Üi^tMä^ 'poet Moldo kylytah snd the 
leading-ideologist of bourgeois nationaifsm, K.:TynyatanoV." (ibid.) 
^fcldo Kylytsh is considered the Kirghiz national poet of the end pif. 
the l9th and beginning of. the 20th jjehtury, while.K. Tynystanov,;al<*  ; 
ready in the Soviet p eriod was a well-known writer and leading.figure 
in the political-cultural field.   Because of hfcs «nationalistic.,.', 
views" Tynystanov was condemned in 1933' and later\8lia<ttldet^i.*\..]3pibb. 
were rehabilitated during the "thaw" after the 20th Congress of the, 
CPSÜ.    (see «Za leninskuyu otsehku kulturnogo naslediya" (For a .:•.' 
Leninist Evaluation of the Cultural Heritage) Sovetskaya Kirgiziya..       - 
24/I/60)   On.thia subject, the Party has of ten turned against-.thana- r 
tional cultural heritage o£ the Kirghiz people*   -In fact, in e: feature': 
article published in Sovetskaya Kir gizi va (24/1/60) on. the, development.... 
of Kirghiz culture, it proposed t o're vert to; the 1952. decisions of the 
11th CC Plenum of the Kirghiz GP,' that is, to. the proposition that, the 
■socialist" culture of the Soviet peoples, including that of the ■ 
Kirghiz people, must .be *built" on the foundation of the.very rich ■ 
culture of the Russian people«- (The last Soviet proposition or in- 
struction "that Soviet socialist culture was to be built on the founda? . 
tion of Russian culture,, had its definitive formulation at the ,19th 
Party Congress of the CPSU.Vthe lasst in Stalin'S lifetime).   Sovetskaya 
Kirgizia 24/1/6D stressed :that the attempts of the<Kirghiz, intelli- 
gentsia to rehabilitate the,; cultural heritage of aoldo Kylytsh and 
K. Tynystanov represent, direct manifestations of "bourgeois national- 
ism,  "and "a deviation frpm.lehin's directive,'" against which "a relent- 
less struggle must be carried on."   These"directives" of Xenln, there- 
fore', demand union with the culture of the Russian people as Rasakov 
unequivocally asserted inhis Sbove mentioned report before the. 11th ., 
Congress of the Kirghiz CPfi . ■ 

-4-, 



"^or their'liberation, their, happy life, their rapidly developing 
industry and agriculture, their progressive "culture and still more 
splendid future, the Kirghiz people must thank first of al2> our aja- 
ternal Party and Its wise leninist nstioiiality policy, the indes- 
tructible friendship of the peoples, and their elder brother, the 
great Russian people.«'    (Soyetalcaya "Kirgizia» 26/2/60) 

At the beginning of I960, all Party Congresses in the republics 
were held under this slogan and watchword; of struggle against the 
slightest manifestations of "bourgeois nationalism* among the non- 
Russian peoples of theÜS3R.   The First Secretary of the CO of the 
Armenian CP, S.-A. Tovmaslan, said to the 21st Congress of the Ar- 
menian cpi   ■■■•-:   -•■ 

"The interests of the Communist education of the working class . 
demand the utmost intensification of the struggle against the yestigesL 
of capitalism1 and against, every manifestation of bourgeois ideology, 
of nationalism, of national isolationism an|. pride that are found^ 
in some Works of history, literature and, ari;w . (Kommuniat, 11/2/60) 

The same note was sounded at .'■■the' ;26tb^|lon^besa .of the Georgian v 
CP (report ©f W. P. MShavanadze* ^ryä;v6g$pkay (Uawn of the East), 
26/i/6ö)j at the 24th Congress of; the Azerbaid&han ;0P (report of W. Ju. 
Akhundovv Bakihskiy Raboohiy, 17/2/60)j:aii the 15th Congress of .the       . 
Uzbekistan CP (reporrof Sh. R. Rashidoy,. Pravda Vostoka, il/2/6o){- 
at the-24th Congress: of the Belorussiah CP, (report of K. T*..MsurovV;. 
Svyasda (Star); I8/2/60, etc. .''-! '-' 

In addition to the general CO directive «On the Tasks of Party 
Propaganda«*." (9/I/60), which made into a national question the 
decisions adopted at the Party Congresses of the republics, special 
orders and •'directives' followed in Individual cases.   .Among these, 
the instruction of the'CO of the CP3U of 6 Msy i960,to the Georgian 
CP deserves special study.    It pointed to errors of a "national"        ■, 
character that had made their appearance in Georgia in published 
works on the general and cultural (h 1ste»ry of the Georgian people. 
At the republican conference of the'leading workers of publishing and 
printing housesi called for this purpose, CC Secretaries W. P. lilshavan- . 
adze   and^G. N* tJsblbiladze again had to stigmatize Georgian, ^bourgeois 

nationalism" and demand removal of "serious deficiencies" In the work 
of Georgian publishers, general historians and historians of literature, 
etc.    CC First Secretary Mshavanadze went.so far as to say; 

"Our history is the history of brotherly friendship with other 
peoples, and especially with the Russian people.    Brilliant pages 
have been written in the annals of this friendship of centuries by 
Pushkin, LermontovV Grlboyedev, Tolstoy, Tschaikovsky, Gorky, Chalia- 
pln, teyakovsky and1 many others.; What a noble subject for a historian, 
researcher,' and author would be the themes    Grlboyedev and Georgia.*," 
(Zarya Vostoka. 2/6/60) 

As we may gather from the feature article "Ifore Good Books!" 
(Pravda, IÖ/6/60)', the Communist Parties of Armenia'', Kazakhstan, and 
other non-Russian republics have received similar instructions from 



the CC of the CPSU.   It „is also -sees in: Bashidqv's essay; 13» $&gos]L 
FilosOfii (Problems' of: philosophy){no 6/l$hp) and ;ih a .speech, of the 
Secretary of the CO of the Latvian CP,: A. Voss (Sovetakayaj Latviya, 
IO/6/60) (The connection between remarks on "bourgeois;na.tional.isiaB 

anä extensive purges and reshuffles in- the Latvian;Party:and .government 
apparatus has already been diseased by Z. V. -Hehn; Osteuropa. 4/1959, 
pp   243 ff   and 5/1960, pp. a56ff;y- :":'•.;:"■•//;  t'-.r.r.-;;;■ 

As ä result of this new tightening up of the nationality,policy, 
the leaders of the non-Russian Republics now talk of completely sup- 
pressing all national individuality and even the »national pattern'1 

or the very concept of a "national pattern" of culture. .An example 
is found in the words of N. Gadshiyev, Secretary of the CO .of,.thej; 
Azerbaidzhan CP,. in.the essay '»'Ehe. International Education of Jhe 
Working Class" (Par'tiynaya Zhlzn»(Party Life),\20/1960»; p   1&+. ■! 

•It is observed that,people! who employ the generally^recognized 
formula 'socialist in substahc^ national in form, 'place;emphasise 
hot oh the first bu't dh th'§ s'fWdnalf' of the formula; that is, , ;; 
they put national form, and l&l^gial, -individuality ih';the töregrouad 
and relegate socialist; substance? to; the backgroiihaA.' We or e;, dee ply,-, 
convinced, however, that the,first'ts the decisive part of"tHs. .formula ., 
TSe cannot allow formto -limitssubstance and hinder its "manifestation. 
On the contrary, socialist substance is the condition of progress and 
innovation in form.    We must resolutely overcome the notion that "nation- 
al form" is something fixed,; a kind of unchangeable container,into ;which 
the new socialist substance is fitted.    Such an'interpretation;.:,of.-:- 
•nat ional'formf creates a loophole in our'judgment,: thro;u^li:: which, all 
that is obsolete and reactionary can penetrate." ..,./■} . 

Hence, the national form must also change, and, since everything 
must take place on the basis: of Russian1-culture ♦ the external formtof 
so-called "socialist" oülture will be more or less Russian*   An, indi- 
cation of how this will work out in!practice was1 given by Gadshiyev, 
himself when he stated that, in.implementation-ofthe COdirective of 
9 January i960,  "the broadcast time of Russian-language pro-ams has 
been increased on the Azerbaidzhan-radio, and that i» the future, illus- 
trations in the magazine Kirpl will carry Russianras well as ABerbaid- 
zhanlan captions." (ibid,j p<9) ;  ;       :     v  ; / • 

/•. Language Policy _ -. ■''. ^.,-\ 

Russification of the national languages of the Soviet Minorities 
already has a long history.    In theAsianrepublics: it began in: the■, 
years after 1937, and after the Latinizatibn of the Twenties and, ■     * 
Thirties,' when the Russian alphabet' completely dispiacedJthe. native x 

Arabic and Latin,    (cf. H. Niedermeier, OsteuropaV 6/1953«: W  tl3^ ) 
By decree of the Council of'People's Commissars of the-Beloruasian 
SSR, of 26 August 1933, notonly was spelling changed, but also the 
most distinctive phonetio and morphological features of the Belprussian 
language were dropped and replaced by specific Great Russian features. 



During the following years, the Belorusslan written language drew 
closer to the Russian. ■-'"■.  ■___•■ ' ^  ;c 

<■ In practice, Jfcscow's language policy went even further.. ^on- 
Russian peoples were obliged to enrich their languages with Russian 
scientific end technical terms, with the new Russian social and Phil- 
osophical ideas, and with borrowings from Russian Maracisa-Leninism» 
Cef. Osteuropa. 1/1959* PP 27-28) :This procedure was legalized at the 
J&y 1959 scientific conference on q,'u^s*lona of national written langu- 
ages and iu^rovement and standardization of terminology for the peoples 
of the USSR.   The resolutions of the conference contained appropriate 
«recommendations for the further labors of ßoviet linguists,« naturally 
oh the basis of Russian writing and terminology, (see Problemy Vosto- 

.   kovedehlya (Oriental Studies), ;JJbij/i959> p22of 5 ;. .. 
The national languages, particularly those of the Slavic^republics 

like Belorussia and the Ukraine* were, moreover, gradually displaced 
in the administration asrwell as tri scientific fields and in the high 
schools.   The result of this policy.was1 jshown, for example, in Belo- 
russia, Where in 1956 W all- 24 high schools and also in the state    , 
university in Minsk, Instruction was carried on exclusively in Russian} 
until then it had been, only in part.. It was the same for the .Academy 

. .of Sciences-6f Belorussia» whose few small publications were printed, 
"  maihl^'in Ruasian. • '.   ; ":."; ":,'V' '''v 

'    The latest law on instruction and teaching in the national langu- 
"" ages' in the schools; of the non-RussiahVrapublics must be regarded 

as an attempt by Itoscow to completely suppress the national languages 
of the non-RUssian peoples of the USSR.    In the School Reform law of 
1958 (see 0*■' inweiler, OsteuropaV 1959. vols 2/3, PP 128-143).* nothing, 
indeed, was said about the languages to be used in ihstructi on, and 
it'was only "yeobmmendedr; that the governments of the republics con- 

'   sidei«"the matter and,be governed by their internal situations.   This 
;   wes: dbne in: ail nonrRusslan republics from April to June 1959»: >ut, 
"now a new stiele 9, or. in other cases 11, was added, that repealed 

ail old-law: on the compulsory use of native languages ;in instruction. 
' l^ i^icl^ ^ of the lav} «On Strengthening the Bonds of the Schools, 
wi^h-Reallife arid on the. Further Development of the People's Edu- 
cation System' in the Ukrainian ÖSR," we read, for example: 

''"'. «Instruction in the. schools of ,the Ukrainian SSR is carried 
on in the pupils' mother tongue.   The parents decide which schools 
with which language the children attend.   The learning of .one of 

.. the USSR languages- mother than the language of instruction in a given 
school is at the discretion of parents and pupils, when the facilities 

,,fof such instruction are available.".    fPravda Ukrainiy, 19 April 1959) 
^ W^th some stylistic variations, parallel laws in the other , 

npn-Russian republics.contain;,the same provision; 
M 'first, sight »this law on language reform seems innocuous. 

.:iV;äiiows full freedom of choice of language.of instruction and com- 
"   piete"eg.uality among languages.    Still, it operates like the "full 

right V' self-determination up to the point of secession or establish- 



ment of an independent State," which Stalin defined as, mean.tngjt.faat 
peoples »according to oiroumstances• and .'in the;interest of the ."pro- 
letarian revolution« could make no;use of* this right,: (Stalin-, Works, 
Russian ed , Vol   Uli p   52)*   This was,'what happened. 

First, the School Reform law repealed the earlier and aupposedly 
irrevocable law on compulsory instruction in the. mother tongue in the 
'schools of the nationalities^ and discontinued fche earlier practice of 
support for the schools with native lah^ 
republican governments^   According to the new law,, the mother tongue 
can be entirely eliminated, from instruction in the nationaiity; schools, 
even as a subject to be taught.;   Russian, enjoys a, privileged position 
in. that ;up t,o now — anä since; the decree*; of 13 fl&rcfa 193&-- it has 
been-a requited äubjeet,!in all national minority schools«   Also, the 
law contains the provision ihat, if'pupils';and parents choose the mother 
tongue äs7 language of^ihstfuciion, Ruasian must" imconättionally be 
chosen 6a the first foreign? language^ tt» b<3 .learned. "In the Schoolj 
Reform law of the Ukrainian SSR'^readi   \'K:.•;..". 

•   »The Council of Mnister#i|£; the Ukrainian: SSR is responsible 
for working out measures; to tnsurje.that; all necessary steps; are taken 
to guarantee the learning of and "in^rovement'of instruction in *he 

. Russian language" in schools with tJkrainian or; another. language; of;: 
instruct ion, so that Russian may be a powerful instrument pi communica- 
tion among the nationalities, of strengthening the friendship}of the 
peoples of the USSR, and! of, mutual sharing in the treasures of Russian 
and world culture." (ibid.) ."       .'    '" ..,...;, 

Second, under -present conditions in the Soviet union, particularly 
' upon promulgation of the School ;Reform law,.pupils and parents are 
obliged to choose principally schools; with Russian as language of,; 
instruction if. they wish to avoid the suspicion of "bourgeois nation- 
alism" and assure themselves of the chance to rise in Soviet society. 
Without a good knowledge of Russian, a Soviet youth will :usually find 
his way barred in the high schools and, 'oonsjeauentiy., his social pro- 
gress hampered,    (cf   H. Carrere d'Encausse-, Osteuropa. 1/I959m pp 22- 
30 j    an impressive, example of how ,the high school remained closed to 
a gifted youth of the Udmurt Republic because of his insufficient, 
command of Russian, is found in a story, by A. Valzeya "House 13% , 
Moskva, I/1957)    Even mild opposition to Moscow'swishes or a devia- 
tion ih the direction of .one's own nationalism can bring unpleasant 
consequences.   ". .'-V ■■..'.'. .,-. .;■-• _-' '■■■> 

Third, the republics are as a matter of fact obliged to .adoptv 
the law.   At first the provision, on language instruction was rejected 

'   by the governments of the Republics^ of Latvia and Azerbaid?han....... 
Thereupon the Latvian government Wd Party underwent a thorough purge 
for "manifestations of. bourgeois nationalism.";   (cf   for details J. v. 
Hehn, Osteuropa, 4/I96O, pp    243 .**    **■* 5/l'9bO, Pp,   356 ff  , and 
espe'cially A. Pels, "On the international Education of the Working 
Class," Koimnunist Sovetskoy Latvii. No 9/1959. PP "8-l7i\ during this 
purge, Fels was successor to Kalnbrzin as First Secretary of the   ... 
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CC of the latvian OP) 

an opportunity &££ & Ä Pi?fLV^Ji***'  :*hls •*«*•«'  ' 
»..-•* which the -fflaniffcetatiab.Äf f "f" CG><*.the A*erbaidzhan. ' 
language problem crisis« wS9?l^!ion^i801ötiQaisa in the 
Port to. the 24th Kress of *2??"^    (aee ■*• *«• Ä«ndov^ re-"    " 
17/g/6p)  ,^uJS^n.ff-y.^y^lj»«h>n OP. jfeklnsktv a-H^'f;- 
adopted a new law with the^uL    lontf t"T teid?Vobediently   "** 
Supplements to Article"l i  h« X '>   ? the ^©auction of Changes and 

Development 0f the JEteonL"«»»?,! T,      J^l^ife and on the Further- 

t^°^:-a^i«^c'!;^2?ua^:1: ■*. ^junction with V 
to decide.tp,which school with «h?Ih i       ■'  .Vm parent a the right      ' 
children.jffiy,go • ls ££ *5,J V    ^ f«**1*«» of instruction their    >■'4'" 
these Jchan^d^upäefS^ 
B .    ..tt? fulfill,.the desires of «,.-'- u, ■:•■;■ .V 
Russian .in. the schoolJof f L °f'^ forking class, instruction in '; 

as possible,^io S3^i^Ä?J ■^ F? ^>' ^^ad as znuph ' 
cation among the 'aätt^Iiffe^Jy *^Jf** instrument of .comnunl- 
Peoples of the ■TBaRt.^^Zi£^^tfV^-^^l9^hi9^t the  / andrÄ^^ 
also in.^erbaidzhan.   TS fciiS*«!'- ■':•*****.apparatus followed  ' 
^mber of the Presidium^ tS^tR^r''^ 
Mustafayev, Member of the Stsndf»! ?    f?fn SuPr^e Soviet; fc. rife ' ' 
»at and .Culture of ths^S *VLTT*« f?3»><*^ iuHgbten- 
legislative Committee of toe £n2S i'-f * ^-^Ba.bayev,;. tenfcer -of the     ! 

the A^erbaidzhan CP, and othS«?2 £.? f?    Se^etary of the ;0C of      •   ' 
Doubtless,, Äo.w^us1^ ■ 

on the grounds .-of the "«general LI™1 I f teeVaöswß«-Policy measures 
counted on fbi* problfn?hlT^-^S^■^^^"'' t^^av ,. PTÄeeÄ ' ; 

On this .foundation, the natioLt J^11 everywhe^ in the USSR. . ' 
gather, aad . «n^ ^Jgf ^g**fj ,^„ drying ever closer, to.^ 

The contradiction in thJ!J2   T iß belc«:*«***••"     ■ . 
Prevails »and >tL na?ioLl coiiSf/0 ^P^ socialist .„culture ..' 
explained only täitoit^^^™^^--* together«, can be        . 
Prevails over, the «national ^t!^^'^:--fln-i^<^-*oolÄll8t culture«' ' 
socialist nation« is proöeJdiS Sf ♦?* fonat^ction;of the «uniform 
According to ;Stalin.sPflS^^inlti^ siff.f thi^^ination.: ;: ^     . 
Union, a nation is •a.his^^^oanJi?DS» aJ1^ ^ild lo >he Soviet' 
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(Marxism and the National'and Colonial 'Question') German e d, 'Berlin, 
1950. i> 32)   The Soviet Tlnicn still ia entirely devoid of one of the 
characteristics of a "uniform socialist nation" -- there is/no 'communi- 
ty of language.   The latest language, reformt withinschool reform ua« 
-directed toward correcting this .deficiency. 

Bfoseow bases its de termination;^ hat Russian must be the founda- 
tion of the "uniform socialist nation,« to which the' nön-Russiaü'peö^ 
pies adhere, on the assumption thatRussian has for a long time been 
"the language Of Soviet socialist culture and ideology^ andthe "com- 
mon language'*■■ of Soviet society (feature article, "The '21st Congress. 
of the CPSU and Some- Questionsfc&,^Russian J^iltology," Votfros-y Yazykoz- 
naniya (Problems of Philology), '%;3/^fel*'.]}:#)•".'flttt this is not the 
crux-of the matter,   As the contemporary press1assures us, Russian is 
the language of "wisdom,* "human genius^" 'and "freedom,"   The Azerbaiä- 
Zhan writer Mrsa Ibragimov'$$£ers a .particularly striking'example of 
such fulsome praise.   To the beginoiag öf:l9|$; be was Chairman Of the 
Presidium of the Azerbaidzhan Supreme Soviet, but had, as he acknow- 
ledges, committed "some, errors in the language field," (Bakinskiy 
Raboohiy. 11/12/59) and announced penitently« ,'   . 

"Russian has become for us a second mother tongue; without it,- ''■ 
our- struggle and ail-around tgrowth ape;: unthintable ■«►•'. iBhinism, which 
represents, the. peak, of-human thought, the highest achievement of 
Russian and world culture, was Jfirst laid down in the rich and'power- 

fulRussian language., .With- the help of this language, we"r are making; 
the all-conguering philosophy .and .deep thoughts of leninism our own 
and recognizing the correct path of struggle for a* happy' future for r 

mankind."    (Baklnskiy Rabocbiy. 31/12/59) 
In his hymn ofupraise, IbragiBjov* completely, forgot lenin's di- 

rective that Jterxist doctrine --\ and' ponsetueiitly lehin's own doctrine- 
is best brought to •each people in their own mother tonguei    (Isnin, 

-Works, 4th. Russian fed, Vbl^XSX, ..p 142)    The «juestiön of'• the language 
used by Marx and Engels.,,,.whose; pupil'ienin. considered himself, Ibragimov 
answers by saying that Bferx and Engels had'highly valued and learned 
Russian.    Three years earlier, the same Ibragimov had ventured this 

"opinion;    • '■■: s ■•■'.:■■ ■ .■■■■ >.■■ ■,"   •., .<        "■". "•      Vv-'"""' 
"We cannot tolerate,an indifferent ättttüde toward Azeri — (the 

native language, ofr Azerbaiidzhan) -r not even in political, social, 
or other organizations or activities..,   The principles of Lenin's 
nationality policy specify that, the business of the Republic is to be 
conducte.d in the net lye language. '' All. of us, inci uding all executive 
state-organs, must have .complete mastery of our mother tongue." 
(Bakinskiy.Rabochiy. :29/8/56) ." 

■' To judge from: the article of the. two.Ukrainian linguists I. K. 
Beloded-and A. S. Fslnichuk, '.."Problems of the;.Development of the' 
National languages During the Period.of.Transition from Socialism'to 
Communism* •'.. fVoprosy Yazykoznanlya (Problems of Philology),: No 5/1959. 
pp 3-11), all national languages of peoples under Soviet rule, except 
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Russian, must die out In the not too-distant future.   In their view, 
this will occur in the following stages»    (a) progressive intermingling 
of populations;  (b) adoption of Russian:lexicography and phraseology; 
(c) increasing importance of Russian as a medium of; international com- 
munication; (d) increasing importance of Russian ih;the administra- 
tion of the various republics; (e) progressive, importance of Russian 
as a medium for the development of socialist ideology; (f) vernacular.; 
borrowings from Russian "as the most advanced .language1' through .the 
«less developed written languages of the peoples of the USSR**  -.. 
(g) intensified learning of Russian in the,schools of all non-Russian 
republics; (h) intensified struggle against "every manifestation of v- 
bourgeois nationalism in questions of language development»" ■■:•%•■.■.• 

A. Aksamitov, Candidate in philology, already went a step further, 
in his article,  "language is the Soul of the People," (published In 
ftaladosa. organ of the Komsomol and writers Association of Belorussla) 
and made clear to the Belorusaian public* : 

•In our time, since Russians, Belorussians and Ukrainians live, as 
one family and since Russian is understood, by Ukrainians and Belorus- 
sians and. is very close to their pother tpngu© these related languages 
may, in the future, fuse into a single language.   This language will 
absorb all the riches and best features öf all three.   Belorussian , 
at present is developing constantly closer to Russian.*    (Ioc city 
No 9/1959. P 140) ■  ' L   ' V,' 

All Soviet efforts are directed toward this "fusion into a single 
language"* (into.Russian, of course), even to the application Of ad- 
ministrative pressures,   the words of the .First Secretary of the CC of 
the Kirghiz OP, I. R. Rasakov> are proof of this.   }In May i960 he told 
the First Congress of Intelligentsia of the Kirghiz SSRs 

"The Ministry of     People's Education, the provincial and district 
Departments of People's Education, and the school directors must.take 
all necessary measures to see that, beginning with the school year   ' 
(September i960), Russian fis taught in all Republic schools without 
exception.   We must Improve the quality of Russian language instruc- 
tion so that intermediate school graduates not only have ah effortless 
command of the vernacular, but that they can siso. read Russian lit- 
erature without the use of «u*m iarv means."    (Sovetskavä Kiraiziya. 
2I/5/60)    ■. 

Since in the future all children must go through intermediate • 
school, Russian must in a Short time become the!frlngua franca1 of all 
inhabitants of the Soviet Union, particularlyofthe younger genera- 
tion and the educated; with the construction of a uniform speech for 
the "socialist nation" and "Communist society," it must unavoidably 
play a decisive rolei' In any casS, it seems hardly likely that Russ- 
ian populations living in Greats Russian settlement areas would'adopt 
on their part the existing ingredients of the different languages, 
since the learning of Other languages of the .Soviet Union is not 
planned in their schools.   Russians living in the hon-RusSian repub- 
lics, with few exceptions, have not yet taken the trouble to learn 

-11- 



the local languages.   The consequence will Inevitably, be a restriction 
in..the use,of the national languages or a down-grading:of the non-Russian- 
speaking population elements« 

■A further look reveals consequences stretching beyond the borders 
of.the Soviet. Union«   Here is a sentence out of the leading Moscow phil- 
osophy .journal. Voprosy Filosofii (Vol 7/1959, p 35)s    "During the build- 
ing of Cqmmunism,, the importance of Russian as the international langu- 
age of communication among socialist peoples wilL continue to grow.« 

The authoritative Barty organ of the USSR revived Stalin's sig- 
nificant idea from Letters on Linguistics with the following words; 
;,:"The fusion of nations and national cultures should not be thought 

of as a process to be introduced only after the victory of Communism 
in. every, $©£rutry of the world. ...       ', 

"The future formation of a single language familiar .to all men; 
and the fusion of national captures into a world culture is a long a , 
complex process having its roots in present conditions»":   (Kommunist. 
13/1959,: P 9)    ' ' ■    "'"- 

;..i. The question only remains1 whether^the $00,000,000 Chinese and their 
Party leadership are, prepared to ackowledgethis. Russian claim and work 
toward.its realisation; .'^.'v'^'!' '     *''"•'. •■,'-.■ 

.  .Moscow's "Historiography Policy" : ■ 

Even though the main attention of Soviet historical research 
workers-and Writers is focused on recent and contemporary affairs» the 
field of historical studies in the non-Russian republics has.grown 
considerably,.;, Herein lies an essential;,difference from the Staiin 
era.    In every republic it is now planned to.publish five; to ten volume 
works on. national history, monographs'and studies- on specific problems 
and events.    During the school year 1958-59» for the first time since 
the  "purges" pf the Thirties, courses in national histories were given 
in the: intermediate and high schools of the republics.    But Moscow 
strives, energetically from the outset to blunt any possible resulting 
.revival of national consciousness among the non-Russian peoples, at 
the same time giving a tendentious presentation of national history. 
Of interest,.is the following statement by a member of the History, 
Archaeology, and Sthnography Institute of the Academy.of Sciences of 
the.Tadji.kSSp who had received permission to produce comprehensive 
studies on the history of Tadjikistan: ' 

,: "Through ai,i our work must run- the scarlet thread of the concept 
of friendship among .the 'peoples■■'■of the USSR.    It is our duty to por- 
tray, the,, great liberating, mission of the Russian people in behalf of 
the. other peoples of lour fatherland."    (see Sh^ Rat,chabovt  "The Condi- 
tion and Principal Tasks of Soviet Historical Science in the Tadjikistan 
SSR." Voprosy Istorii. No 7/I96O. p 199)    ' 

Similarly, the Director of the Historical Institute of the Academy 
of Sciences of the BelOrussian SSR gave;"pride of placa" to "the in- 
separable union of the history of the Belorussian people with the 
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history of the Great Russian people.«    (I. S. Kravcbenko,  «Some Accom- 
plishments and problems of the Historiaal' Institute of the Academy of 
Sciences of the Belorussian SSR, ibid,' p 191.) 

How the history of the non-Russian peoples of the USSR is to be 
Russified is stated essentially in the CO directive,  «on ythe; Problems 
of Party Propaganda under Present Conditions.«   There were recognizable 
tendencies in this direction even earlier, som£ measures having been 
taken since 1957, but the CO directive first officially.legalized these 
attempts,- -':'".; ''•'■'.'.■.•..   .../•• 

As we have seen, a relentless struggle was demanded;in the direc- 
tive against (a) "bourgeois nationalism," (bj  "ignoring the"social 
contradictions of the past," (c)-"distortion of history andparticular- 
ly of relations among the peoples of the Soviet Union," and'(d) "nation- 
al Isolationism and exclusiveness."   In^eddition, the directive contains 

"the following order:   ' 
"In their propaganda work, the Party organizations and committees 

must seriously consider the national peculiarities of the various pop- 
ulation groups (not peoples!) of our dolintry shd stress the internation- 
al education of the working class, the;^further»,strengthening of friend- 
ship amöüg the peoples, and the'konstant drawing-together and all-around 
enrichment of the socialist nations*"1 XSovetakaya Beloruasis> I3/I/0O) 

It was further directed that the Soviet people' were to ;be «educa- 
ted in the spirit of Soviet patriotism; and national pride;f:in *the 
fighting traditions of the past and tad heroic spirit of the.presenti" 
and in the spirit of hatred for »bourgeois ideology' and sösmopölitenism." 

These directives, however, apply only to the non-Russian;peoples 
of the Soviet Union.   Soviet announcements, as we have seen, hardly 
ever mention Russian «bourgeois nationalism."' Of "Great Ruösiah) 
Chauvinism" discussed now and then during the firft;years after Stalin*s 
death, we hear and read ho longer.   The struggle against «bourgeois 
nationalism" is, however, the most important point in the"; CC direc- 
tive,' where it refers to the problems of nationalities and the his-' 
tory-writing of the non-Russian peoples which will be judged in:terms 
of the manifestations of this nationalism.   This expiains why, at the 
republican Party Congresses after the CO directive; the emphasis,fell 
on this struggle against "bourgeois nationalism»": For example, W> Yu. 
Akhundov, First Secretary of the Azerbaidzban CO, broughtout that 
iizerbatdzhan historians had committed "serious errors" in their his- 
tories' of the Communist Party and the revolutionary movement, while in 
their history of the Azerbaidzhan people"appaared expressions of nation- 
al isolationism."   He then declared: ' "''"'■,".',:'" 

"The problems of international education must remain'the"center 
of attention in Party, state, trade union, and Komsomol organizations. 
All our activities, the output of tberpress, television,; and artistic 
groups must be saturated with the spirit of internationalism." 
(Eakinskiy Robochiy, 17/2/60) ;     " .-\        ;     ■",.. ':'.' 

Similar views were expressed by the First arid Second Secretaries 
of the CC at the Comunist Party Congresses of Uzbekistan (Sh. R. 
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Rashldov, Pravda Vogt oka. 11/2/60),* , of Ge'dr|ia «Wv P.. Mshevanadze, 
garya Vostoka. 26/1/66 and I. 3. Oolldze. Zagya Vostoka.. 31/1/66)» 
pi" Kirghizia (I. R. RasBkov.,,Sovetskaya Kirgfeiiya.~26/a/6o). etc. 
Rashidov especially distinguished himself, a4d it is hardly surpris- 
ing that the Uzbekistan Congress declared in,: its message, to ICbxushchev: 

"The Uzbek people will always be gratefi^l to the Great Russian 
people for their all round unselfish help in the building of the new 
life».   With their boundless heroism, their c^ear minds, and generous 
hearts; with their resolute adherence to the shining Communist ideals, 

.the Russian people -<- our big elder brother **~ have earned the uni- 
versal affection and deepest respect of all 'the brother peoples, of the 
USSR."    (Pravda Vostoka. lij/2/6o) 

The same extoliug note Is sounded in the concluding resolution 
of the Uzbek Party Congress* 

"Party organizations must tirelessly educate the working class 
.in the spirit of social ist iMs^tionaiism-< of life-giving Soviet 
patriotism, and 6f.-the:\^öä^lfdftt^ii'.f4:i6hä(5ipi> of. the peoples..   They 
must reveal the triumphcpf the tehin haiionaiity policy with shining and 
convincing examples«    We-must wage an unconditional, relentless strug- 
gle.agiaihst manifestationsi ofbourgeois ideology and against political 
indifference, national isolationism, local pride, and other vestiges 
of the past which are still existing in the consciousness of a part 

i of mankind.*    (Pravda Vostoka. 19/2/60) 
..       The historians of the non-Russian republics, who base their labors 
"on these directives, must renounce objective presentation of the his- 
tory of their peoples and seek to prove the  "brotherly friendship" 
of the peoples, the "beneficent influence" of the Russian conquests 
and;of Russian rule,    Rashidov had just this in mind in his Becember 
1959 speech to the:Second Congress of the Uzbekistan Intelligentsia 

, when he turned to tbe Central Asian historians- and told, them.'.it was 
not' their task to explore the history of their peoples or to seek their 
historica:l: evolution in ,national: peculiarities or in e special national 
course.    The main task :of Central Asian historians wes to point out 
the progressive meaning, of ^he union of Central Asia with Russia and, 
in addition,  "to produce special scientific studies on the Great, Rus- 

. sian people, their internationalism and their leaders, who have brought 
a progressive, democratic culture and the revolutionary B&rxist-Len- 
inist world outlook to Turkistan,"    (Pravda Vostoka. X2/\2/S9) 

How has the implementation of these directives worked out in 
practice in historiography?    The results of the Tashkent Conference of 
äöay I959 deserve first.mention.The conference was called by the His- 
tory Department of the Academy of Sciences ■ of the USSR and was concern- 
ed with the  "progressive meaning" of ;the union of Central Asia with 
Russia.    It came to the conclusion that the union with Russia had been 
for Central Asia a "profoundly progressive" event, to which England's 
penetration into the. Middle Last had formed an obstacle* and that above 
all it bad promoted the union of Central Asian peoples with the Russian 
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revolutionary movement ana with the culture 6f the Russian people — 
and, consequently, their ^national liberation.«   With such an evalue-: 
tieft; everything else, including the' resistance of Central Asian  .   . 
peoples to the Russian conquest, takes on a certain^ «reactionary,:*   : 
reprehensible character and becomes, according to the conference for-  , 
mula, an "agency of English imperialism.«    in    the future the slightest  _ 
attempt by Central Asian historians to regard Asia's subjugation by 
Russia in any other light will be considered as backsliding into «bour- 
geois nationalism." < ,. •     !  « 

Central Asia's historians henceforth w|ll have to concentrate prims.., 
arily'on indications of the «progressive*'results of the union of .Cehtral 
Asia with Russia and on glorifying the Russian people as »liberators 
and "protectors.«    (A. P. Bashova,  "The Join,t Scientific Mseting on the   , 
Progressive Significance of the Tfoionof Central Asia with Russia,"    r 
Voprosy jstorii. No' 8/1959. PP 173483) "" -    / ,' 

The thesis of the progressive significance of Russian colonial ;       ... 
concLüests for the affected peoples applies not only to Central; AsiaK ■.:■ 
The instruction of the CO of the CISÜ'of 6,4&y 19^0to the Georgian-    . 
Coinmunlst .Party and:;the^decislons which followed'may be cited as eyi-,     . 
dence.   As stated above, in the instruction to Georgian publications       v 
those which «idealized the distant past" of the Georgian: people were 
singled-out.   On 1? May, the CC of the Georgian CP issued a special 
directive on overcoming this «serious error« and called a conference, 
on 31; B&y of the leading publishing and printing-workers of the.:Re-  ■ 
public/ W. P. 'tehaVanadze, First •Secretary of the CC for Georgia,   *..■■■ 
and Secretary Dshibaladze appeared at the conference.   They invoked the 
instruction and bitterly criticized the work of Georgian historians and 
particularly Georgian publishersi among them the publisher for the Ge.ogi« 
an Academy of Sciences.    The «political« and »ideological" errors of 
the latter consisted in their having published, histories of art and lit- 
erature with Georgian national themes and works onthe general and cul- 
tural history "of" the .Georgian people. 'According to.KBhaVanadze and   ■; 
Dshibilädze, these «ideological« errors must be drastically corrected 
and eliminated through the '«education" of 'the scientific and artistic 
intelligentsia, through suppression of publications on the history, of 
the Georgian p eople, through a changeover to books on. history of art 
and literature with "contemporary themes," through?strengthened Party; 
control over the work of publishers', scientific research institutes - 
and high schools, through increased importance and responsibility: of ;. 
editors in book publishing, etc.    (ZaryaVostoka,, 2/6/60)    ■■■■■..- 

Georgia Was not an isolated-;case.'   The Communist Parties: of the. 
other republics received similar instructions.'   Wot only these instruc- .;: 
tionS but, köre particularly,, the "trends in 'Moscow's. non-Russian cul- 
tural policy in the field of historiography should be examined.    Among /   . 
others is a statement in Riga by A. Voss, Secretary of the Latvian GC, 
on the occasion of the 20th( anniversary of the annexation of the Baltic{ ; 

States by the Soviet Biiont        ' '     '      ;'" .'"•''.... ;   -;: ''::--r':'■:'"■■' 
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"We must carry out" a persistent struggle against all bourgeois 
nationalist manifestations and decisively rebuff those who display them. 
In lectures and propaganda we must expose the clasf character of bour- 
geois nationalism and show it äs the ideological policy of enemy, peo- 
ples and as-the ideology and policy of treason against the national 
interests of the working class."    (Sovetskaya Letfriya.:IO/6/60) 

After further depreciating the national,feelings, of the Baltic 
peoples,, their past and their history, Toss sought to portray the Russ- 
ian people as the only possible savior and "friend" of the Baltic peo- 
ples, urging the latter to prize the "historical roots of friendship" 
with the Russian     people and to borrow their culture, and above all 
their language;    (ibid.)       , '■...,,;.  ,, 

Important-to Moscow's historiography policy for the non-Russian 
peoples ere- also the measures taken to restrict the subjects for his- 
torical research, to plan, and coordinate .•"'this, festearch, and * finally, 
to achieve complete' control .over the Work &f, historianä in the repub-» 
lies.   At. the end of 1957 aft|,'vduring 1250, tk^e were; set up for this . 
purpose, alongside the so«cai$ed; Ctoord^^ USSR Aca- 
demy of Sciences i  which coordinates the scholarly work of republican 
academies: and branches-of the U3^ Academy, the following scholarly 
councils  of the History Branch of the USSR Academy,.    They deal with* 

the history-of the national freedom struggle.of the peoples against 
colonialism, the history of the October Revolution, research into 
the historical background of the October Revolution, and the. ori- 
gins of Capitalism,       -   ' _"."', '_ ,'■ 
At the.same time "creative groups" were formed:within the Histori-•.'■" 

cal Institute .of the Academy to deal withs    the, history of the peasant 
class and agriculture in the ÜS3R,; research into the ..revolutionary 
situation in Russia in the lSjjO's and' l§6o's, an.d research into 
the-history of socialist  ideas.'.'"..' 
There were also committees fors    tW hist cry .of agriculture and 
the peasant class in Russia, and. the history^pf historical Science. 
Among the tasks-of these scholarly councils and; "creative groups" '- 

are first ef all the planning and coordination, of historical research    - 
within the entire Soviet %ion,. In addition,to this administrative 
function,.so to speak, tiaeymusi! exercise.real control.over the work 
of historians in the non-Russian .republics. .This is done by convoking ;■'•'• 
scientific conferences and meetings, for orientation on..questions and 
problems in the history OfVdifferent peoples, on'specific events; etc. 
Further control resides In "helping* i-epublican historians write mono- 
graphs or general works on history of ,the: peoples and finally in e'äli'*-' 
ing and reviewing historical works in; the republics, before their püb- \ :: 

lication» /' ■■•''' ''"'       ' ;- 
An outstanding example of the'achievements of such:conferences 

is the already-meätioned Tashkent conference on tbe  "progressive sig- 
nificance" of the union- of Central Asia with Russia,;   A picture of    ;    ■ 
"brotherly help" is portrayed in the following report of the Histori- 
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cal Institute of the USSR Academy of Sciences} 
"During the past year (19.59), the Historical Institute has done 

a comprehensive job of editing and reviewing scholarly works prepared 
for publication by branches of the USSR Academy of Sciences end by the 
institutes of the union and autonomous republics.    In many cases, 
scientific members participated directly in the work of the scholars 
of the national republics.    With the help of scientific personnel of 
the Institute in 1959, The union of Kirghizia with Russia (by the His* 
torical Institute of the Academy of Sciences of the Kirghizian SSR) 
a&d The History of Karelia (Vol II) were completely edited.   Help was 
also extended in editing a history of the Kalmuks. 

The Institute has discussed a serie» of works under preparation 
by historians of the autonomous republics of Daghestan, Checheno- 
Ingush, Chuvash, and Kabardino-Balkaria, as well as the Karachayevo- 
Cherkess autonomous region.   Scholars were given constant assistance 
through Institute members Ye, N. Kushayeva, A. W. Fadeyev, U. A. Smirnov, 
and others. 

Works of historians from the Ukraine* Uzbekistan, Azerbaidzhan, 
the Moldavian SSR, Kirghizia, Estonia, and Lithuania were reviewed. 
E&ny members of the Institute have traveled in the union and auto- 
nomous republics to give on«the-apüt assistance to historians,   test 
year the Institute coordinated scholarly research plans with all the 
historical institutes of the Academy of Sciences in the union republics 
and the branches of the USSR Academy of Sciences."    (Vonrosy Istorii, 
No 5A960, p 202 f) 

With such centralization of scholarly research and with such con- 
trol from Moscow, the victory over manifestations of «bourgeois nation- 
alism" in the historiography of the non-Russian peoples seems almost 
inevitable.    Of the history of these peoples there remain, on the one 
hand, only the dark spots of "reaction and treason" and, on the other, 
"the eternal aspirations of the people toward unity with the Russian 
people." 
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